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Sir, 

Since there is reason to suppose that many 
clergymen of the Church of England are in the 
same state of mind as that in which you were 
previous to the step which you have recently 
taken, it is an act of kindness ** not to permit 
any of these, so far as in me lies, to conclude " 
your reasons " unanswerable." 

In your letter you " give only some of the 
reasons, though confessedly such as have chief 
weight with you ;'* and the following observa- 
tions will be limited to such points as you have 
yourself adduced. 

Whilst endeavouring to imitate the courtesy 
of your language, I pray you not to accuse me of 
holding you an o£fender in a word, if it be found 
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necessary to analyze your expressions, in order to 
show the fallacy of the conclusion at which you 
arrive ; since it is requisite to do so, not so much 
for the sake of discovering your own meaning as 
for the sake of preventing others from being led 
away by similar incorrectness of expression, and 
possibly of ideas. It gives me great pleasure to 
find myself agreeing with you in testimony, from 
my own long and intimate acquaintance with 
Roman Catholics in almost every country in 
Europe, to " their apparent devotedness to reli- 
gious duties, the supreme place which these 
seemed to have in their regard ; the cheerful- 
ness, yet earnestness of piety which mark the 
members of her communion." I too " have 
found little of these things among my Protestant 
acquaintance — my misfortune, doubtless, but so 
it is." Into the reasons of this I do not now 
enter, but come at once to the matter in hand. 

In the very title of your pamphlet, there is at 
the best an ambiguity, and certainly, though 
perhaps not intentionally, an unfairness. You 
contrast the Anglican with the Catholic Church ; 
you must know, and therefore it is the more to 
be regretted that you should have been unmind- 
ful that the clergy of the Church of England 
declare, with as perfect sincerity as the clergy 
of any other communion, their belief in One, 
Holy, Catholic, s^nd Apostolic Church : and hence 



the true question is, not whether any one should 
leare a sect> in order that he may become Ca- 
tholic, a point which no one would deny, but 
whether he should cease to be Anglican and be- 
come Roman ; whether, the word Catholic being 
a common term, and therefore put out of the 
question on both sides, he should leave one part 
or section of that same common Catholic. And 
your mode of putting the question is doubly un- 
fair, since the Romanists themselves lay great 
stress upon the addition of the word Roman to the 
passage in the apostles' Creed, and nevei* in any 
similar dispute omit to maintain the necessary 
qualification of the word Catholic by that of 
Roman* 

Whilst engaged in a series of lectures on the 
Levitical law and institutions, (p. 5,) you state 
that you were led to review the Jewish economy 
in the church under the Old Testament dispen- 
sation. You found that they were typical of good 
things to come, from Israel, viewed as a nation, 
down to the smallest ornaments of the taber- 
nacle, respecting which Jehovah had said, *' See 
that thou make all things according to the pat- 
tern which was showed thee in the mount." You 
then endeavoured to find the accomplishment of 
these things in Christendom. You rejected the 
^^ frequent assertion (p. 7,) that all the shadows 
of the old law were accomplished in Christ 
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alone, and that it is unnecessary to look for the 
body or substance of them elsewhere, as hastily 
and ignorantly made." You show in a few words 
the folly of the mystics, who talk of a spiritual 
church without an organized body, and pro- 
perly conclude that " the Church under the 
Old Testament was a close type of the Church 
under the New, and not of her Divine Head only." 
Proceeding under this guide, you found that the 
Church of the Old Testament was " a compact, 
united body really and visibly united in all its 
parts ; combining a number of provincial and 
locally separate portions in one religious nation 
or people ; combining them in a most strict, 
perfect, and evident unity of faith, of worship, 
of laws, of discipline, of religious ordinances, and 
even of minute ceremonies ; no variety permit- 
ted, — no departure from the oneness demanded 
being sanctioned in any individual. Such was 
the ancient Israel ; and if typical of the Church, 
such should be the Israel of God under the New 
Testament." p. 8. 

Chronology is one of the eyes of history : but 
this organ of light is wanting in your statement. 
The Jewish economy, as a whole, existed from 
the Exodus to the death of our Lord, that is, 
during a period of fifteen hundred years. Your 
statement is not a true description of the condi- 
tion of the Jewish church at any period, save 



during the lifetime of Moses and perhaps of 
Joshua, and of a short time under Solomon. 
Your theory is true both of the Jewish and of the 
Christian Churches ; but if your statement be 
meant to be history, it is untrue. I admit your 
theory, but deny your fact : I consent to your 
theology, but deny your history ; and of this we 
shall see more hereafter. 

You proceed. " At the head of this body, 
nation, or church, was one supreme dignitary, of 
priestly order, invested by God with singular 
prerogatives, ruling in perpetual succession over 
Israel, until the Lord should come ; in his per- 
son, offices and residence, a centre of unity to 
the whole nation far and near, — a representative 
on earth of the Divine High Priest in heaven. 
There was a regularly organized and conse*- 
crated tribe of two degrees, priests and Levites, 
&c. From the Dan to the Beersheba of that land, 
which was this ancient church's appointed heri*- 
tage, there was not an Israelite that lived not in 
fealty and submission to the supremacy of the 
one high priest, &c." 

Surely you have drawn largely upon your 
imagination for your facts, and been so dazzled 
by the beauty of the vision of that which God 
designed, as to be unable to perceive in the his- 
tory the total failure of its accomplishment. 
" At the head of this body, nation, or church," 
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was no " supreme dignitary of priestly order," at 
its first establishment, but Moses, who was over 
and superior to Aaron the high priest. .After forty 
years both these died, and no *^ supreme dignitary 
of the priestly order'' assumed the command, 
guidance, or rule, but Joshua, Moses' minister 
and successor : which command he continued to 
exercise to the day of his death. After this, 
notwithstanding the Israelites had a high priest, 
they fell entirely away from what they had been 
formerly. The whole nation and church became 
a mass of confusion ; there was no possibility of 
exercising ^^ one religious rite in one harmo- 
nious agreement ;" partial deliverers were raised 
up for them in one part, and then in ano- 
ther part ; the nation was ruled by Judges, to 
whom Kings succeeded, because the people had 
become so fleshly, so unspiritual, that they could 
not bear the rulers which God had hitherto 
given them. But the worship was not as it had 
been at the' first, and a temple differing in many 
particulars from the tabernacle in its proportions, 
form, materials, and furniture, was builded, not 
by the high-priest, but by the king. Even on 
the dedication of this it was not the " one su- 
preme dignitary of the priestly order" who 
sanctified the temple, offered the sacrifice, and 
blessed the people, but Solomon, who was no 
Levite. No sooner was Solomon dead, than 



five-Bixths of the people departed from the temple 
and worship. Of the two tribes which, not fol- 
lowing the usurper, remained faithful to the 
legitimate line of their kings and to the temple, 
and who did not set up another altar for them- 
selves, the kings and high-priests departed so 
completely from God's ways, that He was 
obliged to send prophets to assume the com- 
mand, and give directions both to the kings and 
to the high-priests. At length they became so 
hardened that they would not listen even to the 
voice of prophecy ; and the whole nation, the 
royal as well as the priestly tribe, and all the 
people, passed under the yoke of the heathen 
Romans* 

Such is a plain unvarnished epitome of the his- 
tory of the Jewish nation, and it completely con-* 
tradicts the picture which you have given of it. 
That which you have described is no doubt that 
which Moses saw in the mount, save that you have 
left him out of the case altogether ; and that which 
he saw was the pattern of the house which we 
are, but which pattern, constructed subsequently 
by him, as certainly never existed beyond the 
lifetime of Moses himself. 

You, with this correct theory in ygur imagi- 
nation, proceeded to search for its reality in the 
actual condition of Christendom ; of course you 
found no resemblance to it in the sects which 
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boast of schism; and you instituted a comparison 
between the churches of England and Rome ; 
and you seem to have concluded, that because the 
reality and the antitype were not to be found in 
the former, they must necessarily be found in the 
latter. 

There is no doubt but that the Christian 
Church has been warned by God in His written 
word, through the medium of symbolical things 
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and acts, of snares into which she would not have 
fallen if she had given heed to the warning, but 
it is by taking heed to all, and not only to one 
or two, that she would be so delivered. The 
10th chapter of the first Epistle to the Corin- 
thians is an example of this, and many other pas- 
sages in the epistles. In the same class of warn- 
ings is to be reckoned the book of the Revela- 
tion given to St. John. Now, whilst fully 
agreeing to everything which you allege against 
the sects, there are nevertheless certain charac- 
teristics given of an evil condition, in which the 
Churph shall come, which cannot possibly apply 
to them. The kings of the earth have never com- 
mitted fornication with dissenters and schismatics; 
the conventicles are not clothed in purple and 
scarlet ; they do not forbid to marry ; nor com- 
mand to abstain from meats; the blood of all the 
martyrs from the beginning is not to be found in 
them. Of no Protestant sect can it be said 
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that she is a mother of harlots, although she 
may be daughter. These things I only bring 
forward, in order to show that the way to 
arrive at truth in the matters in hand is not by a 
partial and insulated, but by a catholic and large 
examination and reconciliation of all that is 
written ; not by seizing hold of one part and sa- 
crificing all other parts to it. If a parallel exists 
between the condition of ihe Jewish Church 
and that of the Christian, the parallel must be 
reciprocal ; and it is just as easy, and generally 
much more so, to trace the type after knowing 
the antitype, than to find the antitype from only 
knowing the type ; and it is obvious, from the 
allusions to the histories, persons, and cere- 
monies of the Old Testament which are made 
by the writers of the New, that they could not 
have known the meaning of any type until the 
antitype had been brought out ; according to 
the well-known aphorism, veteri testamento 
novum lately novo testamento velus patet It 
must be as easy, at least, to find an instance 
in the Jewish Church of the actual condition of 
Christendom as it is, to find an instance of the 
actual condition of Christendom in the typical 
Jewish Church. Where, then, can be found an 
instance of a part of the Jewish Church calling it- ^ 

self exclusively the Israel of God, and cutting oflF 
the rest of the circumcised from all the hopes and 
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promises giren to Abraham ; denying the cir- 
cumcision of all others, and refusing to allow 
them their share in the inheritance of the land ? 
This is the parallel you have to show, and being 
unable to show this, you may rest assured that 
you are not competent to interpret the lesson 
that is taught to Christendom by the history of the 
Jews. Circumcision alone defines the border of 
the Israel of God : baptism alone defines the 
border of the Church of God. Let the truth 
be granted for the moment of everything which 
the Romanists in all ages have written, and said 
against all those who have difi^ered from them ; 
still the faults of the separatists from Catholic 
unity are as dust in the balance in comparison 
with the separation of the ten tribes from the 
two. Yet at no time, by the most violent fol- 
lower of the law of Moses, were the ten tribes 
counted as not of Israel ; and what is still more 
remarkable, one hundred and fifty years after 
they had gone into a place of unknown capti- 
vity, lost sight of by their brethren, and become 
more than idolaters, still, on the return of a part 
of the two tribes from captivity, did the high 
priest offer up twelve bullocks and twelve goats 
for the whole house of Israel ; showing that he 
knew that every circumcised man was of the 
Israel into howsoever evil condition he had 
fallen, and setting an example of catholicity 
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of principle and of practice truly worthy of 
imitation by the Catholic united Church, and 
which is violated in Christendom only by Ro- 
manists and close-communion Baptists. 

Such a thing was never heard of amongst the 
circumcised as any part presuming to call itself 
the House of Israel to the exclusion of the rest ; 
and amongst the typical warnings which ought 
to be noticed is that against those who should 
presume in after times to say, ** the temple of the 
Lord are we/' Thus you had no right from the 
ancient Church to expect to find amongst the 
baptized one portion which should claim to it- 
self all the privileges which are the birthright of 
all the baptized alike. I now come to the other 
thing you sought for, which was an ** impressive, 
magnificent, and significant ritual.'' 

Magnificence is easily furnished by gold lace 
and wax tapers; impressiveness is given by other 
as well as by religious pageantry ; therefore the 
whole merit of these depend upon the third 
quality, which is the significancy. Hence it is 
that the modern mushroom sects which have 
sprung up since the Reformation have uniformly 
founded a form of worship without any cere- 
monies whatever ; and rightly, because they are 
utterly ignorant of the import of all, and there- 
fore to have set up a magnificent ritual could not 
have been impressive because it could not be 
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significant, and they were better altogether with- 
out any. The things to be signified in the Jewish 
Church are not the things to be signified in the 
Christian Church : each thing in the Jewish 
Church has no doubt its corresponding thing in 
the Christian Church, but still very different from 
the former. In order to illustrate, by an exam- 
ple, what is meant, I take the three great feasts 
of the two Churches. First, the Passover, signi- 
ficant of the deliverance of the children of Abra- 
ham out of Egypt, and their first constitution as 
a nation, before they were builded into a Church, 
or had any place of worship or ritual prescribed 
to them ; secondly, the Feast of First-fruits, ex- 
pressive of their taking possession of the pro- 
mised land ; and, thirdly, the Feast of Ingather- 
ing, commemorative of their final rest from 
all their labours. In like manner, the Christian 
Church has its three great feasts, commemora- 
tive of the three great events which effect it ; 
first, the nativity of Jesus of Nazareth, which is 
the coming of Godhead into flesh ; secondly, the 
resurrection, which is redemption from death and 
the taking of man up to the right hand of God ; and, 
thirdly, Pentecost, or God the Holy Ghost de- 
scending in order permanently to dwell in men. I 
say nothing of the day of atonement and cruci- 
fixion, because there is more of a unity between 
them, and the rite which taught the one might 
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teach also the other. But in the case of the 
three times when all the males were enjoined to 
come up to Jerusalem, and in the three great 
events appertaining to the Christian Church, it 
is obvious that the rites which taught the one 
could not be expressive of the other ; and whilst 
it is not to be doubted that every part of the 
worship of the Christian Church is, or ought to 
be, as significant as every part of the Jewish ; 
and that it is as impossible to change it from 
what God would have it, and did originally ap- 
point it, or rather intend it, it is no less equally 
clear that the imitation of the Jewish worship by 
the Church of Rome is most clumsy, and is al- 
most exclusively confined to its garments of bro- 
cade and cloth of gold, and its candles and its 
incense, without having the remotest intention of 
inculcating anything by the same. 

It is very well for you to think you have 
found a correspondence with the Jewish Church 
in the Church of Rome, because you have only 
in it a magnificent ritual : but this is your private 
opinion ; you must renounce it if you remain in 
the Romish communion, for she founds her 
ritual upon no such doctrine. She rejects all 
example of the Jewish Church as stoutly as the 
most spiritualizing evangelical mystic in Eng- 
land; she as resolutely maintains that all the 
Jewish economy is done away in the death of 
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Christy as any of the persons whose errors on 
this head you have so well pointed out. 

I might refer you for proofs of this to the 
answer to Ben Ezra, by Vidal, published at 
Rome in 1834 ; but I quote a still stronger con- 
firmation in the following extract from the last edi- 
tion of Murtene, De Antiquis Ecclesia ritibv^ : 
for if there be a part of the service of the Christian 
Church which is more strictly in accordance with 
the Jewish than another, it is the division of 
hours and time of day at which the rites are 
celebrated : yet even these are not referred to 
Jewish practices at all, but are declared to be 
expressive of New Testament transactions : 
Jam vero si quis quserat quibus potissimum de 
causis adducti fuerint Apostoli virique aposto- 
lici, ut has ad precandum Deum horas poti- 
usquam alias elegerint ; respondemus mysticis 
praesertim rationibus motos fuisse : ad reco- 
lenda nimirum praecipua Dei beneficia istis 
horis hominibus aut jam collata, aut aliquando 
conferenda, uti videre est in variis sanctorum 
Fatrum testimoniis a nobis jam adductis, Cy- 
priani maxime et Chrysostomi, ac constitu- 
tionibus Arabicis Concilii Nicseni ; alias profert 
Cardinalis Bona in Tractatu de Divina Fsal- 
modia capite secundo quas fuse, nee minus 
pietate quam eruditione plenas suo more pro- 
sequitur. Has non sine fructu consulent le- 
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gentque pii lectores nobis interim eas referre 
contentis, quas ad conservandam divinae re- 
demptionis memoriam. Glossa in cap. L de 
celebratione Nicissarum his versiculis compre- 
hendit. 

Haec sunt septenis propter quae psallimus horis. 
Matutina legat Christum, qui crimina purgat. 
Prima replet sputis. Causam dat tertia mortis. 
Sexta oruci nectit. Latus ejus nona bipertit. 
Vespera deponit. Tumulo completa reponit 

Vol. ii. p. 2. 

You would find it no easy task to trace the 
ceremonies of Rome back to those of Aaron (a 
position which you have been content with 
asserting, but have not stopped to prove,) with as 
much clearness and precision as Middleton, in 
his Letter from Rome, has shown many of them 
to have arisen from heathenism. Not, however^ 
that I assent to the inferences which that writer 
has drawn from the facts which he has so plainly 
stated. 

If you sought, and you have sought rightly, 
that every part of the service of the Christian 
Church should be expressive, you should have 
sought first for the things to be expressed ; and, 
secondly, gone to the New Testament for in- 
struction in the mode of expressing them. If 
you had done this, you would have found that 
the Church of England is greatly superior in 
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this particular to any other sect in Christendom. 
You remember that the ordinances of ministry 
which the Lord ordained for the edification of 
His Church until it should arrive at the fulness 
of the stature of a perfect man in Christ, were 
apostles^ prophets, evangelists, and pastors ; 
whilst is to be taken, combined with this, that 
there are but three orders of ministers, bishops, 
priests, and deacons. In the service of the 
Church of England you have an example of these 
four ministries : you have, at the commencement 
of the service, an exhortation which, from the na- 
ture of the evangelist's work, as described by St. 
Paul, and from the examples of its performance 
given in the Acts, we find to be the style of 
address appropriate to the evangelist. Next 
follows the confession of the sin to which the ad- 
dress of the evangelist has exhorted all present, 
by the pastor and confessor on behalf of the 
people, by him into whose ears may have been 
poured in secret the burdens which oppress the 
consciences of different members of the flock. 
Next follows the absolution pronounced by the 
bishop, if he be present, or, if not, by him who 
rules next in the church, fulfilling by apostolic 
authority the commission given to them of loos- 
ing the oppressed of their burdens, absolving 
them from their sins, and opening the door of 
reconciliation to their heavenly Father. Then 
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oUows the reading of the Scriptures from a dis- 
tinct place appropriated to the same, anciently 
called the Ambo, marked in all ancient cathe- 
drals by its round outward ornament of an angle, 
the emblem of St. John the last of the prophets, 
and so indicating that this is a prophetic office ; 
and in the Romish Church she has still further 
preserved a witness against 'herself,-in that, by 
causing a candle to be held to him who reads, she 
testifies that without other light than that 
which is in the mind of the reader, he cannot 
understand that which he reads. Thus have you 
in the Church of England a service significant of 
Christian verity performed according to the four 
ministries given at the beginning in the New Tes- 
tament, whilst in the Romish Church you have 
nothing but an imitation of dresses taken from 
the Jews : and which of the two churches, in the 
mere fact of observances, is most in harmony 
with the test which you have yourself adduced, 
judge you. 

You say, that when you " looked back to the 
ancient Church of England as first founded by St. 
Augustine, you found the most entire agree- 
ment, and an actual, visible, professed oneness 
with that apostolical Church (of Rome,) as it 
had existed for six centuries.** (p. 13.) I 
have already shown that you have superficially 
read the history of the Jewish nation ; and it 

c 
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now appears that you have as superficial an ac- 
quaintance with the ecclesiastical history of 
Christendom. In the first place, Christianity 
was not planted in England by Augustine. When 
he came, he found the shores of St. George's 
Channel covered with Christians : he command- 
ed those of Banchor to acknowledge the supre- 
macy of the Bishop of Rome, claimed but 
shortly before for the first time by Gregory; 
they alleged that they never had heard of 
such a supremacy, and refused to submit to it, 
and soon afterwards the king put them to 
death. I will not dwell upon this point longer 
now, but only remark what an extraordinary 
transaction this is for you to qualify as an exam- 
ple of entire agreement between Augustine and 
the Church as it had existed previously. 

You say, p. 15, " Every well-established king- 
dom has its central government, acting both as 
its effective executive, and as that which com- 
bines together, regulates, and invigorates all the 

subordinate authorities, and otherwise scattered 
parts. It cannot exist without it, no more than 
the body without a heart," &c. &c. You add a 
great deal more on the same subject, stated in 
very forcible language, all of which is undeniable ; 
and you conclude the paragraph, (p. 6,) with these 
words : '' Be it remembered that the fundamental 
principle of Protestantism under every form re- 
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jects k; setting at defiance the testimony of nature, 
reason, fact, antiquity, and scripture. I fear, 
because that combined testimony forbids the 
anarchy and self-will on which its results are 
based, and not solely, as is sometimes adduced, 
because the power of rule had been abused*" 

This reasoning is complete against anything 
of the name of Protestant being exclusively the 
church of Christ, but it does not prove even ne- 
gatively that the Church of Rome is. It is a 
matter for thankfulness to God, and of wonder 
also, that the Church of England has existed as 
a system so long without any discipline what- 
ever ; and that it has done so, has been by means 
of the secular rank and advantages which its mi- 
nisters have enjoyed, and not by any ecclesiastical 
power resident in itself. But as the grand 
matter in hand is the question whether the sect 
of Rome is, amongst the body of the baptized, 
alone the Church of Christ, and not the merits 
or demerits of Protestants, we will leave this 
point, and proceed to the remainder of your 
argument. 

Your next position is the assertion of the su- 
premacy of St. Peter. Now it is unquestionable 
that Peter bad a supremacy, if by the word 
supremacy you mean something distinguishing 
him from the rest of the apostles ; but if yoii 
mean by it, as the Papists do, that be was of a 
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higher rank than the other eleven, that he was 
their superior as a bishop is the superior over 
his priests, then there is not sufficient proof to 
be derived from the passages of Scripture which 
you bring in support of your position, and there 
is abundant proof to be brought from other 
Scriptures to negative your position. Your ar- 
gument, however, is, that St. Peter was as su- 
perior to the other apostles as Aaron was to the 
rest of the priests ; you say that the supremacy 
given to him of holding the keys which opened 
or shut the kingdom of heaven, was no more 
shared with the other apostles, because the same 
declaration is made subsequently to them, than 
the claim of St. John to be the beloved disciple 
is shared by the other apostles being also he- 
loved disciples. The argument is unsound, be- 
cause it does not treat of things of equal kinds; 
no one ever supposed that being the beloved 
disciple constituted an order in the Christian 
hierarchy ; but you are maintaining that the 
words sDoken to Peter nlaced him in a higher 
ry. Your 
r nothing, 
ity of go- 
ual ; that, 
I over the 
It (p. 18) 
d promise 



21 

and charge had been given, another took his 
position to occupy it, and continue the Church 
in her divinely-arranged and existing constitu- 
tion, if haply the Lord should come in his days* 
And thus another and another have successively 
filled the chair of St. Peter for eighteen hundred 
years, on the same warrant, with the same de- 
sign, and the same darkness as to the time of the 
Lord's return/* 

I have admitted that St. Peter had a distinction 
above the other eleven : that St. John had an- 
other : the only fact before us is the nature of 
that distinction. You assert that it was a supe- 
riority of rank beyond that of other apostles, 
and you have in this last argument gone a step 
further, and declared that St. Peter's successor 
after his death, though no apostle, had the same 
rank higher than apostles which his predecessors 
enjoyed. St. Peter was put to death during the 
lifetime of some of the other apostles. St. John 
survived him several years : and you assert that 
he who succeeded to Peter was the head of the 
Church, as Peter had been even during the life- 
time of the other apostles : in short, the table of 
precedence in the christian hierarchy, after the 
death of Peter stood thus : 1 . Peter's successor ; 
3. apostles, &c. Now in the passage which I 
have already quoted from the Epistle to the 
Ephesians, and in the parallel passage in that to 
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the Corinthians, we are told that the order set in 
the Church was first, apostles ; secondly, prophets, 
&c. You say, first Peter's successor, secondly, 
apostles. Your theory is cut up root and branch 
by these two passages from the Epistles ; it is 
altogether untenable. You seem to be aware of 
the weakness of your position, for, in p. 19, you 
say, " It was not to be expected that in the 
second and third centuries there would be foutid, 
eVen had there been public documents, that clear 
perception of the designed succession to St, Peter 
which the ninth and tenth centuries present.* 
This might have been a just inference if there 
were not plain and direct passages which assert 
the very opposite to that which you are main- 
taining; but as there are such passages, the 
opinions of all men in the ninth and tenth cen- 
turies are rather proofs of the extent of diver- 
gence from God's ways of governing the Church 
to which men then had arrived, than proofs of what 
those ways were a thousand years before. Silence 
might be interpreted any way, and therefore 
you had as good a right to use it on your side 
as an opponent on his side ; but unfortunately 
for the argument, there was not silence in the 
ag6s previous to the ninth and tenth centuries ; 
supremacy was claimed, yet not on that score, and 
supremacy was denied ; and neither party ad- 
duced the case of Peter as an argument in favour 
of either. 
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Even if the High Priest of the Jews were a 
type of the Pope, it would not bear out and 
justify the conduct of the latter. The High 
Priest never dreamed of altering a stitch of a 
curtain, nor a peg to a board of the tabernacle 
which Moses had constructed : he never pre- 
sumed to make the slightest alteration in the 
age, sex, or manner of offering any sacrifice ; 
he never ventured to change, in the smallest 
particular, the rites and ceremonies which had 
been established. But the Pope has made per- 
petual changes ; even the Church of England 
declares that a church has power to decree rites 
and ceremonies, whilst no such power was given 
to the Jewish ; and the Pope has altered them 
continually. Moreover, in the power, right, 
and authority hereby claimed for the Pope, 
you have gone beyond what was the doc- 
trine of the Church in England in the days of 
Augustine, St. Thomas, and Warham ; and of 
the Church in Ireland, France, and Germany : 
the Church in these countries contended that the 
Pope alone had not the power ascribed to him, 
but that it was the Pope presiding in, and pro- 
nouncing the decree of an (Ecumenical council 
that was this absolute and infallible declarer 
of the mind of God, which you declare him 
to be without any council, and sitting in his 
own private room. The Spaniards and Ita- 
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lians, indeed, bold the doctrine which you do, 
and they corroborate their doctrine from matters 
of fact, in these days, in a very curious manner. 
They say that the present condition of the Church 
proves that the infallible guidance resides in the 
Pope alone, and not in the Pope in council, 
since there has been no council for three hun- 
dred years; if, therefore, they say, the direction 
be only in the Pope and council, the Church 
has been without guidance for three hundred 
years ; but the Lord's promise is, that he would 
be always with his Church, ergo^ he has been 
with the Pope alone. Thus, with the ordinary 
excess of young zeal, you have run into the ut- 
most extreme of Cismontanism, and far beyond 
the doctrine of the Roman Catholics in Britain. 
How the French bishops would now decide can- 
not be said, because, since the Revolution of July, 
they seem to have abandoned all their former 
opinions respecting the rights of the Gallican 
Church, and in order to separate themselves 
more and more from the revolutionary liberals, 
have thrown themselves, with complete abandon- 
ment, into the arms of the court of Rome. 

There is an expression concerning St. Peter's 
supremacy, which shows you to have paid but 
very little attention to its nature. You say, " No 
other apostle shared his office in the formation of 
the Church." p. 17. What church? You will 
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reply, the Christian Church. Well, but St. Paul 
informs us that the ministry to the circumcision 
was committed to Peter, and the ministry to the 
Gentiles committed to him. He paid no defer- 
ence to Peter : if Peter were bishop of Rome, 
Paul had the impertinence to write a letter to 
Peter's flock, without making the smallest refer- 
ence to Peter, or taking the slightest notice of 
him in it. If the Romans were Jews, then the 
Romanists might have some colour for pretend- 
ing that Peter had presided over the converts 
there ; but if they were not, it is clear that Peter 
was not their spiritual father, but Paul. 

But you are wrong in supposing that the 
supremacy of St, Peter was a truth in the bud, 
which did not expand and blow before the ninth 
and tenth centuries. A supremacy of one bishop 
over all other bishops was claimed in the third, 
to which I have already shortly referred ; and 
how was it met ? Was it by saying to him that 
claimed it, you are wrong because you are not 
the successor of Peter in Rome ? No, it was 
met by the bishops of Rome themselves declar* c^j^/^-- 
ing for many years that, for any bishop to as- ./ ^^f^'^^'^ 
sume the title of universal bishop, to as- 
sume a supremacy over his brother bishops, was 
to assume the character of Antichrist. The 
Patriarchs of Constantinople were the first to 
claim a jurisdiction in other patriarchates, and 
subsequently over other patriarchates \ this their 
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undue assumption was resisted by the bishops of 
Rome ; until at length Gregory the Great as- 
sumed it himself, and his partisans then began 
to invent the figment of Peter having been 
bishop of Rome. It is a very remarkable cir- 

9 

cumstance that Peter is the only apostle whose 
authority was disputed by his brethren, he him- 
self rebuked, and compelled to retract his errors. 
God, who has caused alL holy Scripture to be 
written for our learning, has no doubt caused 
this history to be recorded, that we may have 
the incontestable authority of His written word 
for saying that the assertion of any such supre- 
macy of Peter beyond other apostles, as that 
claimed by the Papists for him, is false. There 
is probably not to be found in the history of the 
world a lie so flagrant as this of the Romish 
I priests ; a lie so capable of ample refutation by 
! reference to history ; a lie for which so little 
\ positive can be brought to its support, and for 
, which so much positive history can be brought 
i to disprove ; a lie proclaimed with such loud 
unbinding impudence in the face of an inquiring 
and intelligent universe : it is pre-eminently the 
^ LIE of the Papacy. ' 

The power given to Peter was given also io 
the rest of the apostles. The same power was 
exercised by Paul, to whom no such power was 
given by word from the Lord. Paul bound, for 
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he gave over to Satan. Paul loosed, for he said, 
" I forgive in the person of Christ." It is, there- 
fore, plain that the power belonged to the apo- 
stolic office, by whomsoever exercised, and not 
to Peter exclusively. The question of Petfer's 
ever having been at Rome rests on a very faint 
tradition : a much better authenticated tradition 
speaks of Paul having been in Britain. Now 
Peter was not an apostle to the Gentiles, al- 
though, indeed, he was made the instrument of 
admitting the first Gentiles into the Church« 
The lineal descent from the apostles, therefore, 
to the bishops of the Church in England, must 
be from Paul and not from Peter, under both 
views of the case. It would seem that the ori- 
ginal question agitated between the two apostles 
was continued still between the two churches, 
for Paul declares himself to be not a whit behind 
the very chiefest of the Jewish apostles, with- 
stood Peter to the face, and blamed him, and j 
refused all deference to him whatever in points J 
of authority. 

You proceed, in page 19, to speak of the ad- 
vantages which the Papacy has been to the 
world, and truly the advantage has been great ; 
but in the statement which you have made, 
there is nothing which is not equally true 
of the Greek Chufcli7 " It has ffuided the 
vessel of the Catholic Church over the agi- 
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tated seas and heaving billows of eighteen hun- 
dred years of strife and tumult and warf^^e, 
and tribulation of every kind, presenting her yet 
a goodly vessel unwrecked, and cheeringly pur- 
suing her onward appointed course. It has 
maintained holy order and discipline among her 
motley crew, assimilating them, though gathered 
from every tribe under heaven in duties, hopes, 
trials, and joys ; it has kept them one nvhom 
nature had divided, but grace again had united." 
The Greek Church has subsisted longer, and 
done the same. 

In the condition into which the Church had 
come in the days of Gregory, the power claimed 
by the Bishop of Rome, reluctantly acquiesced 
in by some, but at length cordially embraced by 
all, was made of God to be an instrument of 
great blessing to the Church ; and its advan- 
tages would be much more apparent, were it not 
for two considerations : first, that as much unity 
of doctrine and discipline has been preserved in 
the Greek Church from Archangel to Persia, 
without any centre of unity, unless the tyran- 
nical usurpation of the emperors of Russia can 
be so called ; and, secondly, that the unity pre- 
served in the Romish Church is either an unity 
preserved by putting to death all who disagree 
with the priests, or else it is not an unity either 
of doctrine or of discipline, but simply of recog- 
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nition of the viceregency of the Pope, as in the 
case of the united Greeks, wh o retain all thei r 
peculiar tenets and practices, althou^^h con- 

* ^_^ |,|,. r, I, n il I ~ l l ,1 II -" --> " 

sidered inunion with the Church of Rome. 

This consideration suggests the only way in 
which an ecclesiastical union between any Pro- 
testant Churches and the see of Rome would be 
possible ; for the Pope, for the sake of having 
his supremacy acknowledged, would willingly 
forego, or modify, or ejcplain any tenets, as easily 
as he does those of the Greek Church. But such 
union is impossible for two reasons : first, because 
\ the Protestants do not feel the sin of schism 
I which is destroying them ; and secondly, because 
'^the Papacy dare not confess itself to have been 
in error in a single iota. These things prevent 
that " first step towards the restoration of unity, 
/and to any effectual measures for remedying the 
disasters of the sixteenth century, and placing 
the Christian family once more in that position 
Christ left, and desires to find it." p. 22. 

P. 23. " The Church is a positive institution 
of Christ for the diffusion and maintenance of his 
religion throughout the whole earth, until his 
coming again. That religion is harmonious and 
immutable truth. There is not one system or set 
of truths for one age or part of the world, and a 
different one for another. Nor will there be ano- 
ther revelation of saving truth. The Church, as 
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the Lord instituted it^ must be the most wise and 
suitable appointment for the accomplishment of 
His gracious purposes towards mankind by means 
of it. There is not only all absence of proof 
that He either instituted or maintained different 
forms of government and modes of worship^ and 
a variety of discipline, but everything to warrant 
the certainty of a contrary conclusion j and every 
deviation, therefore, from that government or 
form of His church which He gave it, and from 
that discipline and worship which He personally 
or by His apostles approved, is a most presvmp* 
tuous innovation, and a daring disregard of the 
Divine will, and fraught with danger to the souls 
of men : for if saving truth be one, it is of con- 
sequence that all men be kept in one harmonious 
profession of it. Whatever has a clear and direct 
tendency to foster diversity of sentiment, or ac- 
tion, is hostile to the unity of the Spirit. And 
it is evident that difference of worship and 
church discipline, as it is called, is destructive 
of the bond of peace, and so affects the unity of 
the Spirit, &c." You further proceed to show 
the folly, as well as hypocrisy, of the Protestant 
sects which talk of a unity of fundamentals^ 
whilst they are not agreed on what are or are 
not fundamentals. In this and all similar state- 
ments, you are clear and irrefragable in your 
exposure of the actual condition of all Protes- 
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tant sects; but you then jump to the conclusion 
that, because the Protestant sects are in error, 
the Romish sect must hold the truth. A more 
accurate statement of the type of the Jewish 
Church would have shown you that its apostasy 
did not consist in one part remaining orthodox 
whilst the others were idolaters : the two tribes 
who might best have pretended to that character 
were they who crucified the Lord of Glory; 
were they who were declared by the prophet, 
under the names Aholah and Aholibah, to be 
worse than their brethren who had altogether 
become idolaters; the Jews who would have 
no dealings with the Samaritans, were they who 
were denounced as worthy of more judgment 
than the cities of the plain. The system of go- 
vernment for the Church was not by a universal 
bi6l{0£, but by apostles, prophets, evangelists, 
and pastors. The system of government for a 
see was by a bishop with four-and-twenty priests 
(presbyters), canons, or prebends, under and 
ground him, with his subordinate deacons, helps, 
&c. &c. Such a thing was never heard, nor 
dreamt of, in the Christian Church in the first 
ages, as of one b ishop assuming jurisdiction 
within the see of another bishop, still less of his 
assuming jurisdiction over another bishop him- 
self : and there is not one system or set of truths 
for one age, and another for another ; and to 
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have introduced such a now e\ mode of government 
is a most presumptuous innovation^ which novel 
mode of government and presumption is more fla- 
grant in the P apacy than elsewhere. You assert 
that ** Rome and Ephesus, Corinth and Philippi, 
Sardis and Philadelphia, were distinct churches 
only as to their locality — their members differing, 
indeed, in degree of piety and of consistency of 
profession ; but the same in every point of doc- 
trine, discipline, and worship. They had one 
and the same baptism, altar, apostolic rule, epis- 
copacy, ordained ministry, and communion with 
St. Peter, while he lived, and his successors in 
Rome after his death." The bishops of these 
places were united, indeed, under Peter, as one 
of the apostles , but less under him than under 
Paul, who was as specially the appstle of the 
Gentiles as Peter was of the Jews, and not under 
him at all save as an apostle — not under him at 
all as bishop of Rome, even if he ever held that 
see. *' Ecclesiastical history annihilates alto- 
gether the supposition that in the primitive 
church existed various differing denominations, 
some having sacraments, some none ; some 
government by bishops, some rejecting episco- 
pacy ; some having a form of worship, some 
abhorring it : some baptizing infants, some re- 
fusing to baptize them. There is not a shadow of 
ground for such an idea : it is absolutely incom- 
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patible with the admission of the truth of ecclesi- 
astical history I Perfectly true : and it is as 
absolutely incompatible with the admission of the 
truth of ecclesiastical history, that some churches 
were under apostles, and some under bishops of 
o ther sees, for eacb bishop was confined to his own 
see, and had no jurisdictio n beyond it ; or that 
any one bishop was subject to another, or that 
the apostles who survive d Pete r were subject to 
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PeteTssu ccessor ; which is your assertion. 

It is certainly true, as the Oxford divines 
assert, that the Church of England is such as the 
branch which Augustine planted, with this sin- 
gle diflference, that it no longer recognizes the 
supremacy of the bishop of Rome over the 
bishops of England : you say that on account of 
this diflference, St. Augustine and Dr. Howley 
cannot be of the same mind ; and therefore the 
church now cannot be the same church that it 
was then. Your statement lies open to many 
objections ; first, t he church does not stand in 
th e opinion s of Augustine and Dr. Howley, but 
m the priesthoo d and the sacraments: if Dr. 
Howley have as clear a descent from the apos - 
tles as St. Augustine had, he has the same 
authority to administer the sacraments as Augus- 
tine had, whether the bishop of Rome likes him 
to do so or not. Some ignorant or dishonest 
papists have pretended that the genealogy of the 
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priesthood in the English bishops is not correct : 
the more learned and more honest amongst them 
say that, waving the question of the succession, 
still they Jiad no mission ; but surely if they who 
consecrated them had a right to consecrate them, 
they had an equal right to give them missions. 
But the most serious defect in your argument is 
the convenient petitio principii that St. Augus- 
tine is of one min d with the'' bishop ofRom e 
now. For example, would St. Augustine con- 
tend at present that the bishop of Rome has 
a right to absolve the Queen's subjects from 
their allegiance ? that kings do not hold their 
authority ^wre divine as completely as the bishops 
hold their authority ; but that they hold their 
crowns at the will of the bishop of Rome ? Now, 
if St. Augustine would not admit this, he would be 
excommunicated by the present bishop of Rome ; 
and if he did. Dr. Howley would be perfectly 
right in saying, that, so far as his influence ex- 
tends, the bishop of Rome should have no power 
or means of employing emissaries to preach such 
doctrines within the realm of England. How 
far it might be right to deal with it by excom- 
munication is another question, since it is rather 
a matter for the Queen's consideration ; and she 
would do no .more than a bare act of precautionary 
self-preservation to banish out of her kingdom 
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all persons who should attempt to weaken the 
allegiance of her subjects towards her, by incul- 
cating any such opinions. Your words are loose 
and equivocal ; you say, " While St Augustine, 
St. Thomas, and Archbishop Warham would 
require me to profess a hearty allegiance to the 
see of Rome, in matters spiritttal and ecclesias- 
tical, as diyinely^constituted to rule and conse- 
crate the kingdom of Christ on earth, Arch- 
bishop Howley would threaten me with heavy 
penalties if I held the bishop of Rome to have 
any jurisdiction at all in England, or any supre- 
macy beyond his own see." The allegiance in 
matters spiritual and ecclesiastical is not the 
whole truth ; it is in matters temporal that the |^ 
chief objection would lay with Dr. Howley, as a 
loyal subject and a privy councillor. He is right, 
ecclesiastically, to object as much to the inter- 
ference of the bishop of Rome with his see, as to 
that of any other bishop ; but he is equally right, 
temporally, to object to any ecclesiastic, and 
above all any foreigner, interposing between his 
sovereign and her subjects. To this interference^ 
St. Thomas and Archbishop Warham would have 
no objection ; but whether St. Augustine would 
or not, is pure guessing . There is a looseness, 
or more than looseness, an error of expression, 
when you speak of Christ's kingdom being con- 
centrated on earth under a bishop, or high priest 
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of any kind, at Rome or anywhere else. If 
we refer to your typical nation, you will find 
that the nation, the kingdom, was never under 
the high priest, but under Moses, Joshua, the 
Judges, and the Kings. The assumption, there- 
fore, of the kings of the earth being under the 

V bishop of Rome, is without any warrant, and 
directly contrary both to type and plain injunc- 
tion. In the next place, although St. Thomas 
and Archbishop Warham were in error concern- 
ing the supremacy of the see of Rome, it does 
not follow that they would have agreed with the 
modern papists, who have gone the length, since 
the Council of Trent, of denying the evidence of 
their own senses, and declaring that there is no 
bodily presence of bread and wine in the Eucha- 
rist. This is your present faith ; and it is ex- 
tremely difficult to reason with any one who so 

^ puts his reason in abeyance, or rather extin- 
guishes it altogether. Perhaps this paper is not 
paper ; all its qualities are only accidents, and 
do not make its real substance after all : it may 
be a table, or a chair ; the ink may be milk, for 
colour also is an accident. Yet this is the absur- 
dity of absurdities, which is the real test of a 
papist. You may believe the real presence of 
the flesh and blood of Christ to be in the conse- 
crated elements, or not, as you please ; if you 
are not willing to declare that you believe the 
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modus operandi of its presence there to be by a 
total withdrawing of the substance of bread and 
wine, although your senses of sight, taste, and 
smell, tell you that it is bread and wine ; if you 
believe that there is any bread also there, you 
are a heretic. Now, as a man who willingly 
and advisedly breaks his back, makes himself 
unfit to exercise any function of his body, so does 
a man who adopts such an absurdity as this ren- 
der himself mentally unfit for the exercise of his 
reason, or of any faculty of his intellect whatever. x 

These two points might be alone sufficient to 
make any clergyman of the Church of England 
refuse to join the Papacy. The ordinances of 
the Church were not given to destroy and an- 
nihilate, but to regulate and direct all the gifts 
which he bad previous to the existence of these 
ordinances. Priests were not given to be masters 
and tyrants over thrones, which existed before ^ 
priests were ever heard of; nor to teach people 
not to believe their senses, which were also 
I given before priests. I might run through 
' almost the whole detail of the popish discipline, 
and show that instead of being a kind and loving 
mother, to foster, cherish, mature, and bring into 
healthy exercise the faculties, she has been a cruel 
and tyranical stepmother, to crush, weigh down, ^^ 
and destroy the children of God ; but I have 
deemed it more advisable to limit myself to such 
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points as you yourself adduce, and therefore 1 
must not travel out of the record. 

There is another point in the Eucharist, which 
you state so loosely as to leave entirely in the 
back-ground the real difficulty^ which is where 
you speak of it in p. 40 1 " Every instructed 
Catholic knows and believes it to be the proper 
doctrine of the mass, that therein is a propitiatory 
a pplication of the sacrifice of Christ for the be- 
nefit of the quick and dead." This is, no doubt^ 
the true doctrine of the Eucharis t, but it is not 
the doctrine of the Romish mass . The Ro- 
manist does not eat bread, he eats nothing but 
Christ himself; and the refusal of the cup to the 
laity is justified upon the ground that if the 
smallest morsel of the wafer be taken, the whole 
of Christ is taken— flesh, blood, soul, and divinity 
is eaten : that this is really Christ dying over 
again. I know perfectly well all that you can 
bring forward in support of your position, and 
I know also, notwithstanding all the asser- 
tions of unity, the real disagreement that can be 
shown upon this, and upon all the other sacra- 
ments, upon the authority of the Pope, the im- 
maculacy of the blessed Virgin, and every other 
fraction of Romanism } but if I bring forward 
clear passages which prove that you have kept 
back or not stated the most material part of that 
which the Romish church teaches on this point, 
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I have arrived at my Q. E. D. In the Theologia 
Moralis of Ligorio, lib. vi. tract, iii. you may 
read, 305 — Qiubs : hie I. In quo consistat es- 
sentia sacrificii misses f Magna fuec est questio 
inter D.D. Plures enirn adsunt sententim* 
Prima sententia dicit consistere in sola sump- 
tione ; quia in ilia tantum reperitur destructio 
sive immulatio victima ; et ita tenent P* A.M. 
etc. etc. Secunda sententia dicit consistere in 
oblatione, cum sacrificum nihil alivd sit quam 
oblatio ; ita A. O. E. etc. etc. Tertia sententia 
communior docet consistere in sola consecratione ; 
et ita tenent, etc. etc. Ratio, quia in consecra- 
tione omnia adsunt requisita ad sacrifidum, nenipe 
oblatio qucB jam Jit in actu exercito prout 
Christus quoque turn in came, turn in cruce non 
verbis, sed facto Deo Patri se obtulit ; adest 
etiam dkstructio seu immutatio victim je, dum 
vi verborumjam corpus a sanguine Ghristi sepa- 
ratur. Hcec sententia est quidam valde proba- 
bilis et communis ; sed probabilior mihi videtur 
quatuor sententia quam tenent JBell :" etc. etc. 
HcBc sententia dicit essentiam eucharistce consis- 
tere partialiter in consecratione et partialiter in 
sumptione ; in consecratione enim ponitur vie- 
tima, et in sumptione consumitur. Ratio, quia 
verum et reale sacrijicium verum requirit et 

REALEM DESTRUCTIONEM m oblotCB, quCB non 

habetur, nisi per sumptionem sacerdotis qua be- 
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STRUrrUR SACRIMENTALIS ESSENTIA ChRISTI. NeC 

obstat dicer e J quod in consecratione jam habeatur 
mors mt/sticaj et in tantum non habetur mors 
REALis, in quantum propter naturalem conco- 
mitantium, nequunt Christi sanguis et anima a 
corpore separari. Nam respondetur^ quod si 
concomitantia ilia naturalis impediat mortem^ 
impediat etiam sacrificiumj quod sine verd ac 
reali destructione non consumitur. It is la- 
mentable to find, after all that has been said and 
written upon this blessed sacrament, how far 
behind even the writers of the Romish commu- 
nion are in the true doctrine and real under- 
standing of this wonderful mystery of the un- 
bloody sacrifice ; and how completely, by their 
clumsy and fleshly attempts to honour it, they 
have taken all mystery out of it, and lowered it 
into a mere useless working of a miracle, like the 
changing of water into wine at the marriage of 
Cana in Galilee ; so that the teaching of the 
Romish priests is as wide of the truth on the one 
side, as thiat of the miserable sectarians is on the 
other, who merely eat a supper in commemora- 
tion of a departed friend. This is not the place to 
inquire into the source of these errors and discre- 
pancies in that system which alone claims to itself 
the characteristic of unity ; but I know that the 
discrepancy worka profitably to the priests in 
practice ; to one who in ordinary circumstances 
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communicates, and is resolved to keep pos- 
session of his common sense, they will talk only 
of its propitiatory application of the merits of 
Him who was dead and is alive for evermore ; 
but to a poor broken-hearted widow weeping 
over the death of a husband, or a son, they will 
declare that his soul is enduring the pains of fire, 
the duration of which it is in her power to shorten 
by the offering of masses, for the saying of which 
they are to receive five francs each, wrung out 
of her harassed and terrified affections. 

I cannot silently let the charge of change be 
affixed upon the Church of England, by which it 
is attempted to be inferred that she is no Chris- 
tian Church, because she is not now as she was 
in the apostolic times, and in the days of St. 
Augustine, St, Thomas, and Warham. The 
Romish Church is equally, by the same reason- 
ing, not the Christian Church : she did not in 
the beginning assert that she was not to be obe- 
dient to secular princes, but that secular princes 
were to be obedient to her ; she did not teach 
that paying a priest to eat the Lord's Supper 
would deliver a dead individual from any 
punishment his sins had deserved, nor maintain 
that, in the blessed sacrament of the Eucharist, 
neither bread nor wine was present ; she did not 
hold that it was necessary for all the priests to 
be unmarried ; she did not enjoiji that her ser- 
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vices should be performed in a language unknown 
to her children ; she did not refuse to give the 
wine of the Eucharist to all except the officiating 
priest ; she did not debar the faithful from the 
free perusal of the word of God ; she did not 
proclaim war upon, and extermination of, her 
erring children, nor urge on the civil authorities 
to burn them alive ; she was not at the beginning 
ruled by a bishop presuming to call himself of 
higher rank than all the apostles, except Peter ; 
she had not added to the canon of Scripture 
books unknown and unrecognized by the 
apostles, and declared them of equal authority 
with the words of the Lord Jesus Christ ; she 
had not for money granted liberty to contract 
incestuous marriages; she had not demanded 
thirty thousand pounds for the canonization of a 
saint ;* she had not sanctioned an immoral code 
of action, such as Pascal has shown from the 
writings of the Jesuits. By these things it is 
seen that (p. 33) the unity of Rome is no longer 
such an unity ** as all the chief figures used in 

* An Italian nobleman who had been nearly ruined by 
the fees exacted by the priests at Rome for canonizing one 
of his ancestors^ called his sons together, and told them to be 
very good men, and to be very obedient to the Church, but 
to stop short of that extreme degree of perfection necessary 
to be declared a saint ; for if there were any more saints 
made in the family, it would be utterly ruined in this world, 
whatever additional interest it might have in the next. 
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the New Testament to set it forth ; suppose, for 
instance, that of a vine, a household, a family, a 
temple, a bride. If the Church of Rome, from 
the day of Pentecost to the death of St. John, 
(allowing for practical corruptions and abuses, 
which, even in the apostolic age, had begun to 
prevail in different local or provincial churches,) 
was a sound member of the mystical body of the 
Lord — of his visible Church — the modern Roman 
establishment is an unsound one : and if the 
latter be sound in her present doctrinal tenets, 
and her ' assertion' of the supremacy of the pre- 
tended * see of St. Peter,' the Romish Church is 
to be regarded as most unsound.'' 

P. 37* Having satisfied yourself that it was 
God^s will in the Jewish church that the high 
priest should be the head ruler of the nation, 
although he never was so at any one moment, but 
had always Moses or Moses's successor, Joshua, 
over him, and at last the kings, you became like^- 
wise satisfied upon an equal error, which is, that 
a bishop, and not an apostle, was the instrument 
appointed of God for the government of the 
Church universal ; and having adopted these two 
fundamental errors, which are the basis of all your 
reasonings, and all your acts, you then proceeded 
to change your sect. " I was once pressed with 
tliis principle, that a person was bound to remain 
in that church in which the providence of God 
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had placed him, by his birth, baptism, and calling 
into the ministry." That which is by the law 
of the land established, you passed over with the 
silent contempt with which every Popish and 
schismatic radical treats such considerations ; and 
proceeded to testify your abhorrence of the PrOji 
testant principle of self:^uidance, by rejecting 
tlie counsel and authority of your diocesan, who 
was over yoLPm the Lord. " But I do not 
understand the words that Church in which, ^c, 
nor how there cannot be properly more than 
one church ; and if the providence of God has 
not placed me within her, the express command 
of God requires me to give up all consideration, 
and join her. The principle referred to, as- 
sumes what is to be proved/* You have 
spoken very properly of the senseless ravings at 
Exeter Hall, and of the Reformation Societies ; 
yet, here again you have adopted their favourite 
text : they say Popery is Babylon, and the com- 
mand of God is clear, to come out of her : you 
say all churches but that of Rome is Babylon, 
and the command is clear to come out of them. 
You are nevier accurate in your use of the word 
Church : there is truly but one Church, which is 
the body of Christ,' just as there is but one Jewish 
church : circumcision marks the one, and bap* 
tism defines the other: but it is nevertheless 
correct to call all congregations of baptized 
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persons, meeting for the avowed worship of God 
in Christ, as churches ; because St. Paul calls the 
assemblage of baptized Corinthians a church, 
although thej were rejecting him, did subse- 
quently reject St John, were full of error and 
all undeanness, both carnal and spiritual. Let 
us suppose the condition of the churches of 
Corinth and Ephesus, after the death of the 
apostles, both left under the guidance of their 
respective bishops, and that errors had crept 
into both : the angry disputants in each would 
call the other Babylon, and enjoin their oppo- 
nents to quit their mother church, and join 
themselves to them. But what would have been 
gained by such a measure? would any have 
been a bit less in a city of confusion by such a 
step ? 

It sounds very fine and very disinterested to 
avow the " giving up of all considerations," and 
the taking up of the cross and following of 
Christ, which is the usual salvo that every schis- 
matic makes to himself, who turns his back upon 
his spiritual mother, insults its ministers, quarrels \ 
with his old friends, and adopts a new set ; but, 
instead of being an act of spiritual courage, it is, 
in many instances, one of moral cowardice ; and 
in all one of spiritual delusion. Duty can only 
be performed in that state of life in which it has 
pleased God to call us. If God has given to any 
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one, light upon or insight into His ways, beyond 
what is vouchsafed to those around him, that 
light has been communicated, not for his own 
advantage, nor for the puffing up of himself with 
the conscious possession of greater wisdom than 
his neighbours, but for the purpose of imparting 
it in such a manner, and in such a measure, that 
it may prove not an apple of discord, but a fruit 
of grateful refreshment, to his fellow-travellers. 
If this light be upon the errors in doctrine and 
practice of the body to which he belongs, it is 
his duty to bear his share of the common burden, 
and not selfishly to throw it off his own shoulders, 
and leave others to struggle with, and under it, 
as they best may. The eyes of many of the 
Romish priests in Germany have been for a long 
period open to four great abuses in the Papacy, 
which they are struggling hard to get amended ; 
these are the conducting of the worship of God 
in a language unknown to the people ; the com- 
pulsory celibacy of the clergy; the indecent 
questions in auricular confession ; and the refusal 
of the cup to the laity in the blessed Eucharist. 
The Protestants all around have often urged 
them to leave the communion of the Church of 
Rome, which they with greater wisdom have 
refused to do. Had you seen, as you plainly do, 
the too - certainly speedy dissolution of the 
Church of England from her want of discipline, 
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and want of unity amongst her bishops, the part 
of a faithful and loving son would have been 
to have mourned over the evil, shared her 
danger, and laboured to avert it. If your testi- 
mony had been rejected ; your loving remon- 
strances turned to your reproach ; your zeal 
misunderstood ; and your praiseworthy efforts 
blamed ; your witnessing martyrdom would have 
proved a seed, the fruit of which should assuredly 
have been reaped, though you might have 
never lived to taste the blessing : yet your good 
work would not have gone unrewarded, and you 
would have been recompensed in the kingdom 
of the Just One. But to turn round and rail 
against her who gave you spiritual birth, and 
who has nourished you hitherto to your present 
stature, to uncover the nakedness of your mother, 
and draw down the curse upon yourself which 
accompanies those who do such things ; to join 
with a band which prevents your continuing 
your undivided allegiance to your sovereign, 
and will suffer you to give only an obedience 
contingent upon the will of a foreign priest, — is 
neither the conduct of a wise man, of a sound 
theologian, nor of a good citizen : and therefore 
it is that I earnestly hope no clergyman of the 
Church of England will be seduced from their 
duty to follow your example. In order to 
become a Papist, you have acted upon the most 
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ultra-Protestant maxim, and have chosen your 
own pastor, and your own church. You have 
erected yourself into a judge of both churches 
upon spiritual matters : but where did you derive 
the discernment necessary for such a purpose ? 
you know that the natural man discerneth not 
things which can only be spiritually discerned ; 
that had you been a heathen or a Jew, you were 
incompetent to form a judgment upon the 
matter ; that all the points which you have dis- 
cussed would have been as absolutely unintel- 
ligible to you, as a subtle question in English 
grammar would be to a Chinese who did not 
know the language. You must, therefore, have 
been born of the Spirit ; you must have had spi- 
ritual sight, a spiritual knowledge ; and you can 
have received such only through the sacrament 
ordained for giving spiritual life, administered to 
you by a priest ordained in the Church of Eng- 
land. Your conduct, therefore, belies your 
doctrine ; you leave the Church, because she is 
no church ; whilst the only possibility of your 
doing so, arises from the fact that she is a 
church. 

I have much, very much more that I could 
add, not only frpm the books, but from a per- 
sonal knowledge of the practical working of 
Popery in most of the countries in Europe ; but 
will not say more at present. In the panegyric 
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which you pass upon it, from p. 45 to the end 
of your pamphlet, the ground of your approba- 
tion is personal, selfish, and uncatholic. It is 
what any close-communion Baptist or Wesleyan 
might say for his own sect. The end contem- 
plated by you is purely your personal salvation, 
your personal holiness, your personal privileges, 
your personal feelings, your personal interests : 
self first, self middle, and self end. This may 
be a sufficient motive to account for a journey 
from England to Rome; for a change from 
Anglican to Roman : but Catholicism is a higher 
region than sectarianism. To be a Catholic, 
should be something more than this, something 
more than is every sectarian in Christendom, 
Romish, Anglican, Genevan, &c. Not one ex- 
pression of a thought more large than the sect 
of Rome, has escaped you. 

To be really Catholic, it is necessary to recog- 
nize the unity of the Church : to remember that 
it is by baptism men become united to it, par- 
takers of its privileges, and liable to its penal- 
ties. It is this whole Christendom which 
constitutes the Israel of God ; it is this whole 
Christendom that has become one great Babylon ; 
it is this whole Christendom that has fallen from 
its original standing, so that it presents nothing 
now to the world of the unity it ought ; nothing 
but a mass of quarrelling, contradictory sects, 
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y living in enmity with each other, and not in 
I brotherly love ; and all under pretence of zeal 
// for truth. No one can essentially mend his 
condition by flying from one sect to another. 
The only thing that is possible, and which shall 
be productive of good, and not of evil, is^ first to 
know the condition, and then to feel the sin of 
it : to look fearlessly at the extent of it, and learn 
how impossible it is for God to accomplish His 
purpose of delivering the world from the domi- 
nion of sin and misery, by the Church in her 
present condition ; and then cry to God Himself 
to come to the lielp of His redeemed ; not for 
their merits, but for His own glory's sake, and 
for the accomplishment of His own most gracious 
determined purposes of mercy towards man. 

You are now to be rebaptized. The priests 
may quibble as they please, and say that your 
baptism, not having been rightly administered, 
is therefore invalid ; or that although the books 
of the Church of England may be sound on the 
point* still that there is no discipline in the 
church to enforce what they enjoin ; that a large 
bodyj, called evangelicals, never mean to admi- 
nister regeneration by that ordinance, but impute 
to their own sermons the power which God gives 
to baptism alone ; that you may have been bap- 
tized by one of these licensed heretics, who, with 
a treachery unparalleled in the Christian Church, 



^ 



61 

still bold rank and receive emoluments in it; 
and that, therefore, you are not regenerated 
yet : you know that you have been regenerated ; 
and, therefore, for you to be now baptized, is 
for you to become an Anabaptist, as well as a 
Papist. Next, you did in ordination take upon 
yourself responsibilities from which no power on 
earth can absolve you ; as surely as a bap- 
tized man cannot become a Jew j as surely 
as a Mahometan cannot become a heathen, 
— so surely cannot he who has been or- 
dained become a layman ; or a bishop sink 
back, and become a simple priest God holds 
the civil sovereigns responsible for the peaceable 
government, freedom from evil, liberties, and 
happiness of the people under them ; and God 
holds the pnests responsible for the truth, igno- 
rance, vice, superstition, and infidelity of the 
flocks committed to their charge. The English 
were committed to you ; you voluntarily bound 
yourself to teach the doctrines enjoined in the 
rubrick of the Church of England, and from 
this vow there is no power on this earth to 
absolve you. You will reply now , that the 
Church has all power ; but it is a false assump- 
tion of the priests : the Church has no power 
to absolve subjects from allegiance to their 
rulers; it has no power, as the Papacy itself 
admits, to dissolve marriages ; it has no power 
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to decree incest to be lawful ; it has no power to 
absolve priests from their ordination vows. That 
vow is upon you, and to answer for your fulfil- 
ment of it must you appear at the judgment- 
seat of Christ, who is as much Lord of the 
English as of the Roman vineyard. It is 
Protestantism alone, that Protestantism which you 
profess to abjure, which has taught and teaches 
that which you practise,^ namely, that men can 
take up and lay down responsibilities as they 
please ; be priests or not, bishops or not, wor- 
ship in this or another way, be subject or not, as 
each one's several fancy, which he calls his 
conscience, shall please to dictate. As a cler- 
gyman of the Church of England must you be 
judged. 

In leaving the body of the clergy of the Church 
of England, and joining the body of the clergy 
of the Church of Rome, you have dissevered 
yourself from a corps which, compared with 
that of any other church, is superior upon every 
point in which comparison can be instituted. I 
am not saying that the English nation is in the 
state in which it ought to be ; that there has 
not been remissness ; and supineness to the 
spiritual necessities of those confided to the care 
of the pastor; but in proportion as the clergy have 
been efficient and have been listened to, in that 
proportion are the people enlightened and mo- 
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ral. In the Papacy, in proportion as the priests 
have been most unimpeded in their course, 
there are the people most idolatrous, supersti- 
tious^ and depraved. You have joined yourself 
now to a band which has shed more human 
blood, to please its God, than ev6r did the 
priests of Moloch or Juggernaut : a band which 
has trampled on the rights of all mankind 
as a religious duty ; i^t in moments of poli- 
tical convulsion m^ly, when violent men 
of all sects have given way to their personal 
antipathies, but a band which has made it a 
rule of action, at all times and in all places, to 
destroy by sword and by burning alive all who 
resisted its usurpations : a band that has la- 
boured at the extermination of all who pro- 
tested against its vices, even in the meekest 
manner, as in the case of Scipio de Ricci, as well 
as the miserable Jews in Spain, and Portugal, 
and Italy : to a band which has ever excited the 
hostility of the civil power by false accusations 
of political insubordination against those who 
were only disobedient to the unwarrantable 
assumptions of arrogant priests, as in France, 
and as there is every reason for believing they 
are at this moment doing in Savoy : to a band 
which continues to this hour its hard-hearted 
immolations of young females in convents, and 
whilst obliged to skulk from public execration 
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into obscure corners, in order to. perform tke 
deeds which wiU not bear the light, do still ex- 
ercise in remote places cruelties, under pre- 
tence of ecclesiastical discipline, perpetrated by 
the priests of no other sect. These acts are the 
fleshly mockeries of the power of the keys, the 
proofs that the Church is no longer able to de- 
liver over to Satan, anc^^ therefore, did the 
priests, instead of con^^ia|. that this power is 
departed from her, 4et IHS^ power of the 
stake and ^of the faggot, .^e thumbscrew and 
flagellations, in its.^tead. Should you be cajoled 
into the befref that the fiitherly care of your new 
superiors Will never in these days be exercised 
over you in some such a manner^ be warned, 
nevertheless, how you trust yourself into any 
convent situated in a sequestered mountain, 
under pretext of enjoying a retreat for your 
soul's good; since^ however that may fare, 
your bodily profit will be very difl^erent from 
what you anticipated, even if you be ever 
Bufi^ered to come out to tell the tale. And even 
if this be not so, the motto of the priesthood is 
semper eadem ; all the iniquities of the priests, 
as a mass — for I speak not of individuals, of 
Alexanders, of Johns, &c., I speak of the acts 
o the body — all are assumed and maintained to 
be the very acts of God Himself by them : what- 
ever the practices of the priests have been, they 
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have never repented ; and contend, that if God 
has not been with them in these things, then 
haa He suffered His Church to be ivithout His 
guidance, contrary to His promise, which cannot 
fail. These are the things which, called by 
priests the exercising of a holt office, have 
aroused the indignation of all mankind, and 
whatever praiseworthy sufferings may hav« been 
endured by a few martyrs, they, as a body, fully 
merited the vengeance they brought down upon 
themselves at the French Revolution. Hus- 
bands and fathers terribly requited the insults 
offered by priests in the confessional to wives 
and daughters. It is these things unrepented of, 
vindicated, palliated, or explained away, instead 
of being confessed, that force men in Popish 
countries into infidelity ; and, unaccustomed to 
separate the precious from the vile, :Compfilled 
to receive everything or nothing, they are urged 
to the fatal alternative of renouncing all belief 
in Christianity itself and the rites of the Church, 
from proper disgust at the abominations which 
they see associated with it. While Protestants, 
in their indignation against the wicked cruelties 
of the Inquisition, attack, with iadiscriminating 
zeal, that which is truly venerable, because 
found combined with them, the priests use the 
holy things with which the Romish Church 
abounds, as a shield to protect the abuses with 
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which they have defiled her. Man's common 
sense can be insulted no longer, the day of 
reckoning of the priests is come, and every Pa- 
pist will be carried away by the torrent of infi- 
delity, who will not, or who cannot, separate 
the gold from the dross in his church. 

It has been painful to be obliged to bring 

If 

forward what has been here stated respecting 
the Roman Catholic Church, because she is 
commendable in many points of view : and it 
would be a more pleasing occupation to show 
her merits than her demerits. She contains 
every christian verity of doctrine, if not of prac- 
tice ; an assertion which can be proved of no 
other division, sect, or department of the 
Church : the manifestation of the power and 
presence of the person of the Holy Ghost has 
been more frequently in her than anywhere 
else, and as it is even now said to be in the 2Ve 
Mirahili Pirgini near Trent, of whom an ac- 
count has been published in Italian by Riccardi, 
and in English by Lord Shrewsbury, although 
the priests have,, of necessity, misunderstood, ^ 

perverted, and misused that as every other 
spiritual advantage. Certainly the supremacy 
of a bishop over other bishops, and, above all, 
^ of a patriarch over bishops, is not so great an 

evil as the supremacy of lay sovereigns, writing ^ 

liturgies, as in Germany, appointing to dio- 
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ceses and to cures everywhere. Whatever evils 
may be in her, hovtrever truth may be buried, 
smothered, and concealed, there it still may be 
found ; which is more than can be said for the 
greater part of the churches which have sepa- 
rated from her. The church of Geneva scarcely 
holds one single sound doctrine ; she denies all 
truth in the Trinity, Incarnation, Sacraments, 
and Orders. The German churches are in a 
very little better condition. The church of 
Scotland is rent with contention within, whilst 
struggling for deliverance from oppression with- 
out. If any union is ever to be effected between 
the Church of Rome and those who have sepa- 
rated from her, it can only take place by pur- 
suing a course the very opposite of that which 
you have followed in your pamphlet, the very 
opposite of that taken by all Reformation So- 
cieties. It must be by each party looking at the 
faults in itself, and not at those of its rival ; and 
looking at the beauties of its rival, and not at its 
own. It is not the Spirit of God that either 
caused or continues the schism^ but the spirit of 
the [accuser of the brethren, the spirit of the 
railer, the spirit of the fault-finder. What God 
is about to do now, none can tell ; for few can 
see what He is actually working before their 
eyes ; but there seems to be but one opinion, 
which is that the end is come to all things as 
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they now subsist ; and the fretful hurrying from 
sect to sect, will rather turn the mind from the 
quiet consideration of and waiting for the events, 
whatever they may be ; for in this way have the 
mightiest transactions which God has wrought 
amongst men been unheeded, if not despised, be- 
cause their thoughts were preoccupied with their 
own schemes and plans. The ordinances of 
God's house were meant for defence and protec- 
tion of all within, and especially of such as are 
imable to conduct and defend themselves. If 
you had not, in becoming a Papist, acted on 
the Protestant right of private judgment, in all 
the lawlessness of its abuse, despising the counsel 
of those over you in the Lord, you would have 
put yourself under the guidance of your bishop, 
and God would have given you, through him, 
rest and peace from your troubles. Now, having 
abjured him, and taken another leader, at least 
have faith in that step, and abide under the au- 
thority of the spiritual pastor, whom you at pre- 
sent profess to believe to have a better and fuller 
commission for your guidance. j 
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